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report and the Ecuadorian delegation had injected the
issue into the Bogotd Conference by submitting the
Estrada Doctrine again as a formal project. Uruguay had
then countered by proposing the Rodriguez Larreta
Doctrine.
Both of these doctrines represented extreme view-
points.39 Resolution XXXV, the final act of the Bogota Con-
ference on this point, constituted a compromise along the
lines of a resolution put forward by the United States and
favored by a large majority of the delegations, who felt
that both the Estrada and Larreta doctrines would have
deprived each state of the sovereign right to decide for
itself whether or not to maintain diplomatic relations with
another government. Resolution XXXV states the general
desirability of continuity in diplomatic relations among
the American states without committing them to estab-
lish or reject relations -with any new revolutionary regime.
The resolution also declared that recognition should not in
future be construed to amount to approval or disapproval
of the internal policies of any American government.40
In the time which has elapsed since the Bogota Con-
ference a number of "constitutional" governments have
been overthrown by violence., including that of Panama in
the Arnulfo Arias coup of December, 1949. It has been
argued by the proponents of the Larreta Doctrine that
Resolution XXXV may have helped encourage these force-
ful overturns by favoring establishment of diplomatic rela-
tions with revolutionary de facto regimes. Resolution
XXXV has not finally settled the issue in any case. Inas-
much as the Inter-American Juridical Committee was not
prepared to submit at Bogota the report on de facto
governments which the Chapultepec Conference had
directed it to prepare, the Ninth Conference postponed
final definitive action until the Tenth meeting should be